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institutional notions of popular autonomy have been en-
croaching on the domain once held by feudalism and the
State, there has, along with this growth, also grown into
the scheme a new range of customary conceptions and
usages that greatly circumscribe the da -facto supremacy of
popular institutions in the British commonwealth.
Any English-speaking community is a commonwealth
rather than a State 5 but none of these communities, for
all that, is a commonwealth of free, equal, and ungraded
men 5 their citizens are not "masterless men," except in the
cognizance of the law. Discrepancies of wealth have grown
great and found secure lodgment in the institutional scheme
at the same time that these modern communities have been
falling back on those ancient ideals of personal insubordi-
nation that makes the substance of their free institutions.
And serious discrepancies of wealth are a matter not pro-
vided for in that ancient hereditary bent that once made
the petty anarchistic groups of the Baltic culture a practica-
ble engine of social control, and that is now reasserting itself
in democratic discontent. While property rights work no
de jure disturbance of the democratic scheme, their de jaeto
consequences are sufficiently grave, so that it is doubtful if
a free but indigent workman in a modern industrial com-
munity is at all better off in point of material circumstances
than the workman on a servile tenure under feudalism* In-
deed, so grave and perplexing has the situation in the
English-speaking countries become, in respect of the da
fato control of the community's material fortunes by the
owners of large property, that none but a graceless "pessi-
mist" is conceived to be capable of calling attention to so